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REMARKS 

The Applicants do not believe that examination of the foregoing 
amendment will result io the introduction of new mailer into the present application for 
invention. Therefore, the Applicant requests that the foregoing amendment be entered 
and that the claims lo the present application, kindly, be reconsidered. 

The Advisory Action duted September 30, 2005 has been received and 
considered by the Applicants. Claims 1-14 are pending in the present application tor 
invention. The Advisory Action affirmed the rejection of Claims 1 -14 made in the June 
30, 2005 Final Office Action. 

The Advisory Action affirms the rejection of Claims 1 -2, 4 and 6-8 under the 
provisions of 35 U.S.C. §1 01 , as not defining statutory subject matter. The Applicants, 
respectfully, submit that the foregoing amendment to the elaims has defined the portion as being 
capable of being used to select that representation resulting in a determination of a category for 
the representation. This subject matter is discussed on page 7, lines 30-34 of the specification. 
The Applicants assert thai Claims 1 -2, 4 and 6, define a device, not a computer program, 
therefore the subject mailer defined by Claims 1 -2, 4 and 6 is clearly statutory subject matter. 

The Advisory Action rejects Claims 1-2, 7-9 and 14 under the provisions of 35 
U.S.C. §l02(e) as being anticipated hy U.S. Patent No. 6,3 17,141 issued in the name of Pavley et 
al. (hereinafter referred to as Pavlcv et aU The foregoing amendment to the claims has defined 
die portion as being capable of being used to select that representation resulting in a 
determination of a category for the representation. This subject matter is discussed on page 7, 
lines 30-34 of the specification. The Applicants respectfully submit that Payjey_ctaL do not 
disclose or suggest a portion as being capable of being used lo select that representation resulting 
in a determination of a category for the representation. Therefore, these claims are believed to 

allowable over Pavley el ah 

The Advisory Action affirms the rejection of Claims 3, 8 and 1 0 under the 
provisions of 35 U.S.C. §103(a), as being unpatentable over fcyleyjsLftU in view of U.S. Palcnt 
No. 5,237,648 issued to Mills el al. (hereinafter referred lo as Mmsetal.). The foregoing 
amendment lo the claims has defined (he portion as being capable of being used to select that 
representation resulting in a determination of a category for ihe representation. This subject 
mailer is discussed on page 7, lines 30-34 of the specification. The Applicants respectfully 
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submit that Favl ev et al, or Mills et al do not disclose or suggest a portion as being capable of 
being used Lo select that representation resulting in a determination of a category lor the 
representation. Therefore* these claims arc believed to allowable over the combination of Pavlev 
et al. and Milk et al. 

The Advisory Action allirms the rejection of Claims 4, 8 and 1 1 under the 
provisions of 35 U.S.C §103(a) as being unpatentable over Pavlev et al. in view of U.S. Patent 
No. 6,259,432 issued to Yamada el al. (hereinafter referred to as Yamada et al, ). The foregoing 
amendment to the claims lias defined the portion as being capable of being used to select that 
representation resulting in a determination of a category for die representation. This subject 
mailer is discussed on page 7, lines 30-34 of the specification. The Applicants respectfully 
submit Uial Pa vley et al. or Yamada et al. do not disclose or suggest a portion as being capable of 
being used to select that representation resulting in a determination of a category for the 
representation. Uieretbre, these claims arc believed lo allowable over the combination of Pavley 
et al. and Yamada et al. 

The Advisory Action rejects Claims 5, 8 and 1 2 under the provisions of 35 U.S.C, 
§ 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Pavlev et al. in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,21 1,879 issued lo 
Soohoo (hereinafter referred lo as Soohoo V The foregoing amendment to the claims has defined 
the portion as being capable of being used to select that representation resulting in a 
dctennination ofa category for the representation. This subject matter is discussed on page 7, 
lines 30-34 of the specification. The Applicants respectfully submit thai Pavlev et al. or Soohoo 
do not disclose or suggest a portion as being capable of being used to select that representation 
resulting in a determination of a category for the representation. Therefore, these claims are^ 
believed to allowable over the combination of Pavlev et al. and Soohoo . 

The Advisory Action affirms the rejection of Claims 6, 8 and 13 under the 
provisions ol"35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Pavlev et a l. in view of U.S. Patent 
No. 6,437,802 issued to Kenny (hereinafter referred to as Kenny ). The foregoing amendment to 
the claims has defined the portion as being capable of being used to select that representation 
resulting in a determination of a category for the representation. This subject matter is discussed 
on page 7, lines 30-34 of the specification. The Applicants respectfully submit that Pavlev et al. 
or K^nny do not disclose or suggest a portion as being capable of being used to select that 
representation resulting in a determination of a category for the representation. Therefore, these 

Serial No. 0<>/«6*S,749 6 



PAGE 11/12 1 RCVD AT 1/31/2006 11:23:12 PM [Eastern Standard rime] ' SVR:USPTO-EFXRF«24 ' DNIS:273830O • CSID:5353319983 < DURATION (mm-ss):04-12 



* r 

"JPN-31-2006 ll:18P FROM: James D. Leimbach, R 5853819983 



TO: 15712738300 



P:1E'1E 



claims arc believed to allowable over the combination of Pavlcy et aL and Kenny . 

Applicant is not aware of any additional patents, publications* or other 
information not previously submitted to the Patent and Trademark Oil ice which would be 
required under 37 C.1-\R. 1.99. 

Tn view of the foregoing amendment and remarks, the Applicant believes that the 
present application is in condition for allowance, with such allowance being, respectfully, 
requested. 

Please charge any required fees to deposit account 50-3745. Please credit any 
overpayments to the same account. 

Respectfully submitted, 





James D. Leimbuch 
Patent Attorney Reg, No. 34374 



Please address all correspondence for this application to: 
Michael li. Delk, Senior Intellectual Property Counsel 
Philips Intellectual Property & Standards 
Philips Electronics N.A. Corp. 
P.O. Box 3001 

Briarcliff Manor, NY 10510-8001 USA 
(914)333-9643, 



CERTIFICATE OF TRANSMISSION 
T hereby certify ihul lliis correspondence 
is being transmitted on this dale via 

Facsimile transmission to (571 ) 273-8300 AND addressed to: 
Mail StoprRCE 

COMMISSIONRR OF PATENTS 

P,O.Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



Date of Transmjgy on: Jamum^ 1 ^2006 




(Signature) 
By; ^ James D. r.eimbach 
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